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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -4 and 7-1 7 remain for examination. Tine correspondence filed 2/1 7/09 
amended claims 1, 4, 10-12, and 17. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 2/17/09 
has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 2/1 7/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

4. With respect to the rejections of the claims under 35 USC 1 1 2, 2"^^ paragraph. 
Examiner submits that the amended specification and drawlng(s) do not remedy the 
Issue Identified by the Examiner. Those of ordinary skill In the art would recognize that 
a network Is not a single physical object but a collection of various computing devices 
(e.g. routers, gateways, servers, desktop computers, portable computers, etc.) 
connected together. The instant specification as amended only treats each of the 
networks as a black box, omitting any and all implementation details of what exactly 
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constitutes said networks; thus it is unclear what component of the network actually 
would perform the limitations of "[requesting/generating/receiving] an identifier". The 
exact method by which the network performs these steps is important due to Applicant's 
insistence that the particular network arrangement disclosed by the prior art (specifically 
wherein the Inoue reference discloses that a user's computer is a member of a network, 
and it generates data to be transmitted to and received by a computer on a different 
network - see Figure 2) is somehow different from the "network" of the instant invention 
even though it is not possible to discern from the amended instant specification if such a 
distinction exists. 

5. With respect to Applicant's argument that Anton discloses only a single network 
(page 9, top paragraph), Examiner disagrees. Examiner reminds the Applicant that one 
of the explicit goals of the Anton invention is "to provide a system and method of 
permitting mobile users to gain Internet access via foreign data networks" (col. 4, lines 
24-26; emphasis Examiner's). If Applicant's interpretation of the Anton reference were 
held to be correct and that all computing devices disclosed therein are all part of the 
same single network, then Anton's invention would be seen to fail this stated goal. 
Nevertheless, as the access points employed by Anton may employ the well known 
technique of Network Address Translation (col. 7, lines 15-55; cf. Figures 4 & 5), one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the point of this technique is to allow 
a plurality of computing devices on a local area network to access the wide-area 
network even when only one network connection is available on the WAN side. 
Furthermore, Figure 6 illustrates wherein network 129 is connected to the Internet 131, 
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and that the various authentication components are not directly connected to networl< 
129; accordingly, it should be immediately apparent that Applicant has erred in that 
Anton necessitates the use of at least two networks (network 129 and the Internet, the 
latter being by definition a plurality of computer networks all interconnected together) to 

grant access. 

6. With respect to the Inoue reference. Applicant's argument is substantially similar 
to the arguments presented by the Applicant in the amendment of 7/7/08 and rebutted 
by the Examiner in the Final Office Action of 10/20/08 (see pages 2-3) and as discussed 
supra in response to Applicant's arguments against the rejections of the claims under 35 
use 112. In the cited passage of Inoue, the mobile computer belongs to the second 
(foreign) network, but needs information from its home (first) network to fully obtain 
access to the desired resources (e.g. the Internet). It is clearly a member of the second 
network (see Figure 2), and it generates the request for an identifier which is received 
by a computing element in the home network (as previously cited). From the 
perspective of the recipient device on the first network, the request has come from the 
second network; the fact that the specific device on said second network was the mobile 
computer itself - and not the gateway, home agent, etc. - that made the request is not 
relevant as the claims do not recite (nor does the instant specification support) a 
limitation that the mobile computer cannot be the component that makes the request for 
an identifier. Examiner thus submits that Inoue as cited teaches a second network 
making a request to a first network for an identifier and receiving said identifier. With 
respect to the new limitation of the identifier being "generated", the Anton reference 
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discloses wlierein a new identifier representative of the client requesting access may be 
generated by the first network, to facilitate encryption during the disclosed registration 
process (col. 10, lines 30-35). 

7. With respect to Applicant traversal of Official Notice and the use of cookies. 
Examiner reminds the Applicant that the Wikipedia reference explicitly teaches that a 
cookie is first generated by a server and sent to the browser (page 1 , first sentence), 
and the server will send a cookie to a browser as part of a authentication/registration 
process (pages 1-2, "Purpose") - authentication and registration being the raison d'etre 
of both the Anton and Inoue inventions. The fact that a web browser may, subsequent 
to being registered for accessing another server or network, transmit the cookie back to 
the server falls well outside the scope of the claimed subject matter and is not relevant. 
Applicant's traversal of Official Notice is thus inadequate, and therefore the use of 
cookies is taken to be Applicant admitted prior art, as provided by MPEP 2144.03(c). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

9. Claims 1-4 and 7-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Anton et al (U.S. Patent 7,185,360) in view of Inoue et al. (U.S. Patent 6,163,843). 
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Regarding claims 1 and 7: 

Anton discloses a method and system for requesting access for a user to an 
application in a further network, wherein an entity providing said application can be 
accessed from at least through a first network and a second network, comprising: 
granting the user access to the second network (col. 8, lines 45-60; col. 9, lines 20-25); 
receiving a request for accessing the application from the user (Ibid); detecting that the 
user already contacted the application via the first network (col. 9, lines 20-45); 
receiving the requested identifier by the second network (Ibid, and col. 9, lines 45-65); 
and sending a request by the second network for accessing the application and the 
identifier received from the first network towards the entity providing the application 
(Ibid, and col. 10, lines 1-45). 

Although Anton discloses the first network generating an identifier to identify the 
user (col. 10, lines 30-35), Anton does not explicitly disclose wherein requesting by the 
second network from the first network an identifier that has been used by the first 
network to identify the user towards the entity that provides the application. However, 
Inoue discloses an analogous system wherein a mobile device attempting to access a 
remote node from a foreign network may be authenticated by requesting an identifier 
from its home network (col. 10, lines 50-60; col. 11, lines 25-40; Figure 6). The claims 
are thus obvious because all of the elements were known in the prior art, and one of 
ordinary skill in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by known 
methods with no change in their respective functions, and the combination would have 
yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 
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Examiner also wishes to note that, given that the application(s) to be accessed in 
at least the Anton invention are web applications, it is now accepted as Applicant- 
admitted prior art that the ability of a second network to detect that user already 
contacted the application from a first network was already quite well known in the art, 
and could be achieved through the use of common HTTP cookies (see the enclosed 
Wikipedia reference, particularly pages 2-3, "Privacy and anonymity"). 

Regarding claim 1 1 : 

Anton discloses a system for handling a user request towards an external 
application wherein a network node providing said application is accessible from a first 
computer network and a second communication network, said second communication 
network comprising: means for receiving an access request from said user wherein said 
access request Is for accessing said application associated with said network node (col. 
8, lines 45-60; col. 9, lines 20-25); means for determining that the user had previously 
attempted to access said application using said first communication network (col. 9, 
lines 20-45); and means for requesting access request to said network node from said 
second communication network using user information including an Identifier generated 
by the first communication network (Ibid, and col. 9, line 45 - col. 10, line 45). 

Anton does not explicitly disclose wherein the second communication network 
has means to request and subsequently receive said user information from the first 
communication network. However, Inoue discloses an analogous system wherein a 
mobile node connected to a foreign network attempting to access a service on a remote 
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network will cause the foreign network to contact the mobile node's home network for 
user information (col. 10, lines 50-60; col. 11, lines 25-40; Figure 6). The claim is thus 
obvious because all of the elements were known in the prior art, and one of ordinary 
skill in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by known methods with no 
change in their respective functions, and the combination would have yielded 
predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Examiner also wishes to note that, given that the application(s) to be accessed in 
at least the Anton invention are web applications, it is now accepted as Applicant- 
admitted prior art that the ability of a second network to detect that user already 
contacted the application from a first network was already quite well known in the art, 
and could be achieved through the use of common HTTP cookies (see the enclosed 
Wikipedia reference, particularly pages 2-3, "Privacy and anonymity"). 

Regarding claims 2 and 8: 

Anton further discloses wherein the first and second network are run by a 
different operator (col. 1 1 , lines 10-25). 

Regarding claims 3, 9, and 14: 

Inoue further discloses sending authentication information to the first network 
(Figure 6). 
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Regarding claims 4 and 10: 

Anton further discloses wherein the entity providing the service stores a profile of 

the user at reception of the first attempt of the user to access the service, wherein the 

profile is associated with the identification sent from the first network and wherein the 

second network uses the same Identification for the user towards the entity providing 

the service in order to achieve that the stored profile is used for the user (col. 9, line 45 

- col. 10, line 35; cf. col. 5, lines 5-20). 

Regarding claim 12: 

Anton further discloses wherein said user information includes user Identification 
data used by said first communication network in communicating with said network 
node (col. 10, lines 15-35). 

Regarding claim 13: 

Anton further discloses wherein said user information includes user preference 
information used by said first communication network in communicating with said 
network node (using cookies: col. 5, lines 20-35). 

Regarding claim 15: 

Anton further discloses receiving an indicator from said user (col. 9, lines 25-45). 
Regarding claim 17: 

Inoue further discloses storing the identifier in the first network (col. 1 1 , 20-45). 
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Regarding claim 16: 

Inoue further discloses means for determining that the user had been ported from 
said first communication network to said second communication network (col. 8, 27-32). 



Conclusion 

1 0. Any Inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Thomas Gyorfi whose telephone number is (571)272- 

3849. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am - 5:00pm Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571 ) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 

organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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4/16/09 
/Kimyen Vu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2435 



